Introduction {#sec1}
============

Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) is widely used for cartilage imaging due to its soft tissue contrast and wide array of imaging markers for cartilage integrity. T2 relaxation values have been used extensively to investigate early cartilage degeneration [@bib1], [@bib2], [@bib3], [@bib4], [@bib5], with T2 being correlated with changes in water content, collagen anisotropy, and concentration [@bib6], [@bib7], and to a lesser extent proteoglycan content [@bib8], [@bib9]. T1~ρ~ relaxation values tend to increase in degenerated cartilage [@bib10], [@bib11], [@bib12], [@bib13] and have been associated with the proteoglycan content of cartilage [@bib14], [@bib15], [@bib16] and to a lesser extent collagen [@bib17], [@bib18].

While T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging have primarily been performed on 3 Tesla (3T) MR scanners, there has been increasing interest in 7 Tesla (7T) imaging of the knee, typically due to increased signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at 7T. Many 7T studies have focused on sodium imaging [@bib19], [@bib20], chemical exchange saturation transfer [@bib21], [@bib22], or high resolution morphological imaging [@bib23], [@bib24]. Mlynarik et al [@bib25] performed an *in vitro* comparison of T1~ρ~ and T2 at 3T and 7T. *In vivo* T2 mapping of the knee at 7T has been performed by Welsch et al [@bib26] and Chang et al [@bib27], but only a limited number of studies have been performed for T1~ρ~ at 7T. These include a study by Kogan et al [@bib28] that investigated T1~ρ~ dispersion at 7T, as well as a study by Singh et al [@bib29] where *in vivo* imaging of T1~ρ~ was performed at 3T and 7T. Unfortunately, all the quantitative studies performed at 7T have focused on healthy volunteers, with no studies focused on patients with osteoarthritis (OA) or cartilage damage.

In this study, healthy controls and patients with knee OA were scanned at 3T and 7T and the T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation values between the two groups were compared to determine possible differences between field strengths. The objective of this study was therefore to evaluate the feasibility of T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging of knee cartilage at 7T in comparison with 3T and to determine the ability of T1p and T2 obtained at 3T and 7T to determine differences between normal and OA patients.

Materials and methods {#sec2}
=====================

Participant recruitment {#sec2.1}
-----------------------

Twenty volunteers (11 women, nine men), ranging in age from 37 years to 72 years, were recruited under an Institutional Review Board approved protocol. All participants underwent weight-bearing postero-anterior fixed flexion radiograph using the SynaFlexer device (Synarc, Newark, CA, USA). A musculoskeletal radiologist with more than 20 years\' experience performed Kellgren--Lawrence (KL) grading [@bib30] of the tibio-femoral compartment using these radiographs. Seven of the volunteers were healthy controls (KL = 0) and the remaining 13 volunteers had OA (KL = 2, 3). The inclusion criteria for OA patients were age \>35 years, knee pain, aching, or stiffness on most days per month during the past year, or use of medication for knee pain on most days per month during the past year, and definite radiographic evidence of knee OA (KL \> 1). The inclusion criteria for controls were age \>35 years, no knee pain or stiffness in either knee or use of medications for knee pain in the last year, and no radiographic evidence of OA (KL ≤ 1) on either knee. The exclusion criteria for all participants were: (1) concurrent use of an investigational drug; (2) history of fracture or surgical intervention in the study knee; and (3) contraindications to MRI. All participants signed a written informed consent approved by the University of California, San Francisco Committee on Human Research.

Imaging protocol {#sec2.2}
----------------

Each volunteer underwent a single knee scan on 3T (GE MR750w; GE Healthcare, Waukesha, WI, USA) and 7T (GE MR950, GE Healthcare) MR scanners. Scans were performed within 3 months of each other, so little progression of disease should have occurred between scans. An eight-channel phased array knee coil (In Vivo, Gainesville, FL, USA) was used for the 3T scans while a 28-channel phased array knee coil (Quality Electrodynamics, Mayfield Village, OH, USA) was used for the 7T scans. Two participants were scanned twice at 7T to assess reproducibility of the T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging methods.

For each participant, three-dimensional (3D) fast-spin-echo (FSE)-CUBE, T1~ρ~, and T2 images were acquired at both 3T and 7T. At 7T, B1 maps were acquired using a modified version of the Bloch--Siegert method [@bib31]. The images for the B1 maps were acquired with TR = 350 ms, TE = 10 ms, flip angle = 10°, BW = 31.25 kHz, slice thickness = 3 mm, and 64 × 64 matrix. The T1~ρ~ and T2 images were acquired with the 3D magnetisation prepared angle modulated partitioned k-space (MAPSS) acquisition [@bib32]. The MAPSS sequence was acquired with the following parameters: *field of view* = 14 cm, 256 × 128 matrix, slice thickness = 4 mm, 28--32 slices, *spin*-*lock* pulse times (TSL) = 0 ms, 2 ms, 4 ms, 8 ms, 12 ms, 20 ms, 40 ms, 80 ms, spin lock frequency = 500 Hz, echo times (TE) = 0 ms, 1.6 ms, 3.2 ms, 6.5 ms, 12.9 ms, 25.9 ms, 38.8 ms, 51.7 ms, and repetition time (TR)/TE = 5.2/2.9 ms. However, 7T scans were acquired with TSL = 0 ms, 2 ms, 4 ms, 8 ms, 12 ms, 20 ms, 40 ms, 60 ms and TE = 0 ms, 3.4 ms, 6.8 ms,10.3 ms, 20.5 ms, 34.2 ms, 47.8 ms, 61.5 ms to reduce the duty cycle of the radio frequency (RF) amplifier at 7T. Additionally, the slice thickness at 7T was 3 mm to match a previous study. Composite tip-down and tip-up RF pulses were used to compensate for B0 and B1 inhomogeneities [@bib33], [@bib34]. The composite pulses consisted of a 90° hard pulse along the x-axis and a 135° hard pulse along the y-axis.

Image analysis {#sec2.3}
--------------

The 3T 3D FSE images were graded using a modified Whole Organ Magnetic Resonance Imaging Score (WORMS) classification of the knee [@bib35], [@bib36]. The participants were then separated by the WORMS cartilage score in each compartment. Participants with WORMS \> 1 were considered as cartilage lesion positive (CL+) for that compartment and those with WORMS ≤ 1 were cartilage lesion negative (CL−).

The 3D FSE images were rigidly registered to the T1~ρ~ images using the VTK CISG Registration Toolkit (Kitware Inc., Clifton Park, NY, USA). Additionally, the individual T1~ρ~ and T2 echoes were rigidly registered to the first T1~ρ~ echo (TSL = 0) to remove any movement between echoes. The cartilage was then semiautomatically segmented into six compartments on the high resolution 3D FSE images using in-house software and adjusted as necessary on the TSL = 0 image of the T1~ρ~ sequence. Six compartments were segmented, including the lateral femoral condyle (LFC), the lateral tibial condyle, the medial femoral condyle, the medial tibial condyle, the patella, and the trochlea (TRO).

T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation maps were generated using a two-parameter nonlinear monoexponential fit of the signal in each pixel over all TSL or TE times.

SNR ratio was calculated for each participant at 3T and 7T using the difference method described by Dietrich et al [@bib37]. The TSL = 0 ms T1~ρ~ image and the TE = 0 T2 image for each individual were subtracted from each other (since they have the same preparation) and the standard deviation of one slice in each of the cartilage compartments was calculated. The SNR was then calculated using the following equation:$$SNR = \frac{1}{\sqrt{2}}\frac{Mean_{ROI}}{\sigma_{Diff_{ROI}}}$$

The difference method was used to compensate for the noise variation present due to the use of parallel acceleration.

Statistical analysis {#sec2.4}
--------------------

A multivariate one-way analysis of variance was performed between the T1~ρ~ or T2 values of the healthy controls and patients with OA for each compartment. Age and body mass index (BMI) were adjusted for when significantly different between populations. Similar statistical analysis was performed using the CL− and CL+ groups in each knee cartilage compartment. However, because age and BMI were not significantly different between the groups differentiated by CL, they were not adjusted for in the analysis of variance. A *p* value \< 0.05 was considered significant for each comparison. In addition to calculating the *p* values, the effect size of each comparison was calculated to determine sensitivity of each field strength to changes in cartilage degeneration.

Results {#sec3}
=======

Participant characteristics {#sec3.1}
---------------------------

The age, BMI, sex, and KL score of the healthy volunteers and the knee OA populations are shown in [Table 1](#tbl1){ref-type="table"}. One participant was not considered in the results due to excessive motion in the 7T scans. There were significant differences in BMI between the control and OA groups. However, there were no significant differences in age or BMI between any of the CL− and CL+ groups.Table 1Age, body mass index, Kellgren--Lawrence, sex, and knee side for all patient groups in the study. + and − indicate the presence and absence of cartilage lesions in that compartment.CNTOALFC−LFC+MFC−MFC+LT−LT+MT−MT+PAT−PAT+TRO−TRO+Age50.1 ± 9.558.5 ± 8.855.6 ± 10.654.3 ± 3.557.0 ± 10.751.0 ± 4.654.0 ± 10.357.9 ± 8.855.9 ± 10.452.7 ± 5.056.6 ± 10.655.0 ± 9.856.6 ± 8.952.0 ± 12.2*p*0.0700.8400.2480.4210.6080.7620.375BMI21.7 ± 2.125.1 ± 3.024.1 ± 3.422.6 ± 1.523.5 ± 3.624.8 ± 1.424.6 ± 3.222.6 ± 2.923.6 ± 3.425.2 ± 1.225.2 ± 3.123.4 ± 3.123.6 ± 3.324.6 ± 2.8*p*0.0170.4550.4370.1800.4480.2660.633SexMale27815472723663Female55829155912882KL070615261701652106606042602442202111111110220304312213222231Knee sideRight441015353713562Left38629274922983[^1]

Comparison between healthy and radiographic OA groups {#sec3.2}
-----------------------------------------------------

The mean cartilage T1~ρ~ and T2 values for the groups separated by KL score are shown in [Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"} for the 3T scans. T1~ρ~ and T2 values were significantly higher in OA patients in the patella, while no other regions were significantly different. The T1~ρ~ and T2 values at 7T are shown in [Table 3](#tbl3){ref-type="table"}. While no significant differences were found between control and radiographic OA patients at 7T, the T1~ρ~ in the LFC and patella were higher and were approaching significance. Additionally, the higher T2 of the TRO in OA patients was also approaching significance.Table 23 Tesla T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation values for the healthy control, osteoarthritis, cartilage lesion positive (+), and cartilage lesion negative (−) groups for the six segmented cartilage compartments used in the study.LFCMFCLTMTPATTROAverageT1pCNT38.8 ± 3.041.0 ± 3.737.3 ± 5.036.6 ± 4.844.0 ± 3.044.7 ± 4.5OA39.7 ± 3.442.0 ± 3.438.2 ± 2.637.0 ± 2.546.6 ± 3.742.9 ± 2.1*p*0.3650.1980.7380.9690.0010.321Effect size0.1180.1830.0370.0040.5900.1320.178CL−38.9 ± 2.741.4 ± 4.037.8 ± 3.837.1 ± 3.545.6 ± 2.843.7 ± 3.3CL+43.5 ± 5.142.4 ± 1.238.5 ± 2.234.8 ± 0.645.8 ± 4.842.0 ± 3.3*p*0.0490.60.760.3770.890.477Effect size0.2090.0170.0060.0460.0010.0300.051T2CNT28.9 ± 2.230.3 ± 3.127.0 ± 3.127.9 ± 4.630.8 ± 2.133.4 ± 2.7OA29.7 ± 3.330.8 ± 2.427.5 ± 1.828.4 ± 2.632.1 ± 2.532.2 ± 2.3*p*0.5320.2560.80.9450.040.195Effect size0.0810.1570.0290.0070.3320.1850.132CL−28.9 ± 2.430.8 ± 2.927.1 ± 2.328.2 ± 3.531.8 ± 2.232.8 ± 2.6CL+33.5 ± 4.230.1 ± 1.828.7 ± 1.428.2 ± 2.531.3 ± 2.831.9 ± 1.3*p*0.0290.6180.2620.9840.6850.645Effect size0.2640.0150.0780.0000.0100.0130.063[^2][^3]Table 37T T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation values for the healthy control, osteoarthritis, cartilage lesion positive (+), and cartilage lesion negative (−) groups for the six segmented cartilage compartments used in the study.LFCMFCLTMTPATTROAverageT1pCNT40.2 ± 2.941.6 ± 3.938.9 ± 5.537.9 ± 4.642.3 ± 3.542.0 ± 5.7OA44.4 ± 3.743.5 ± 3.842.0 ± 5.437.3 ± 4.350.5 ± 6.747.5 ± 5.7*p*0.07070.2860.4340.8640.05510.148Effect size0.2980.1450.1050.0180.3390.2250.188CL−42.1 ± 3.542.3 ± 3.940.4 ± 5.837.4 ± 4.547.2 ± 7.045.7 ± 6.1CL+48.2 ± 2.144.2 ± 3.842.9 ± 4.138.7 ± 1.748.0 ± 7.342.5 ± 1.7*p*0.03050.3740.480.6910.8190.506Effect size0.2600.0470.0320.0100.0040.0280.063T2CNT28.0 ± 2.028.1 ± 2.527.3 ± 3.827.4 ± 2.828.0 ± 2.628.1 ± 2.3OA31.0 ± 2.731.0 ± 3.829.4 ± 3.929.1 ± 4.031.0 ± 3.930.8 ± 2.7*p*0.06160.1490.520.3410.2090.0638Effect size0.2940.2120.0790.1260.1780.2910.196CL−29.4 ± 2.429.1 ± 2.928.3 ± 4.128.3 ± 3.829.4 ± 3.730.0 ± 2.9CL+34.8 ± 1.932.2 ± 4.730.4 ± 2.829.7 ± 2.430.5 ± 3.828.3 ± 1.0*p*0.006820.1070.4190.6360.5490.434Effect size0.3580.1460.0390.0130.0210.0360.102[^4][^5]

Comparison between healthy and CL groups {#sec3.3}
----------------------------------------

The T1~ρ~ and T2 values for participants differentiated by WORMS score in each compartment are shown in [Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"} for 3T. T1~ρ~ and T2 values were significantly higher in patients with CL in the LFC, while no other regions were significantly different. When examining the 7T values, shown in [Table 3](#tbl3){ref-type="table"}, the T1~ρ~ and T2 values were also significantly higher in patients with cartilage lesions in the LFC. However, the average effect size for the 7T T1~ρ~ and T2 values were higher than the average effect size at 3T. The same effect size increase at 7T was seen with radiographic OA comparisons.

Example images of the T1~ρ~ and T2 maps overlaid on the TSL = 0 image for the knee of a patient with WORMS = 3 in the medial femoral condyle are shown in [Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}. These maps show extensive spatial similarities present between 3T and 7T T1~ρ~ and T2 values for the same volunteers.Figure 1T1~ρ~ relaxation colour maps for the cartilage of the right knee of a healthy volunteer: (A) 3 Tesla (T) lateral; (B) 7T lateral; (C) 3T medial; and (D) 7T medial. The colour maps have the same scale, which is displayed in milliseconds. 3T = 3 Tesla; 7T = 7 Tesla.

The SNR in the six cartilage compartments at 3T and 7T is shown in [Figure 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}. The SNR at 7T was higher than that at 3T for all cartilage compartments, without consideration for the differences in slice thickness, but the differences were not significant. On average, the SNR at 7T was 60% higher than the SNR at 3T.Figure 2Signal to noise ratio at the six cartilage compartments at 3 Tesla and 7 Tesla. LFC = lateral femoral condyle; LT = lateral tibial; MFC = medial femoral condyle; MT = medial tibial; PAT = patella; TRO = trochlea; 3T = 3 Tesla; 7T = 7 Tesla.

The correlation coefficients between the 3T and 7T T1~ρ~ and T2 values in each cartilage compartment are shown in [Table 4](#tbl4){ref-type="table"}. Significant correlations were found for T1~ρ~ in every compartment except the medial tibia. However, significant correlations were only found in the medial tibia for the T2 values.Table 4Correlation between 3 Tesla and 7 Tesla relaxation values and their *p* values.LFCMFCLTMTPATTROT1pCorrelation0.6200.6820.5790.3040.5690.494*p*0.0060.0010.0120.2070.0170.037T2Correlation0.4390.4000.3600.4960.2790.265*p*0.0690.0900.1420.0310.2470.273[^6]

The coefficients of variation of T1~ρ~ and T2 at 7T averaged across all six cartilage compartments were approximately 6.5% and 6.7%, respectively.

Discussion {#sec4}
==========

In this study, we have demonstrated the feasibility of T1~ρ~ and T2 mapping of knee cartilage at 7T and compared the values to 3T in patients with knee OA. T1~ρ~ and T2 mapping at higher field strengths benefits from increased SNR as well as increased chemical shifts. These chemical shifts can result in increased chemical exchange, which should result in increased sensitivity to changes in the concentration of macromolecules. There has been a limited number of *in vivo* cartilage studies at 7T, with all of them focused on healthy volunteers with minimal cartilage degeneration. To our knowledge, this is the first *in vivo* study of patients with OA.

While the implementation of T1~ρ~ mapping at 7T has typically met resistance due to the large amounts of RF energy required by the spin lock pulse, T1~ρ~, and T2 imaging at 7T has potential advantages over 3T imaging. First, 7T imaging typically provides increased SNR due to the increase in magnetisation. Secondly, the sensitivity of T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation times to changes in macromolecular protein and water concentration should be increased at 7T, due to an increase in the chemical exchange component of the relaxation mechanisms. The chemical exchange component of T1~ρ~ and T2 are defined from the following equations [@bib38], [@bib39]:$$T1_{\rho ex} = \frac{p_{a}p_{b}\delta^{2}k}{\omega_{1}^{2} + k^{2}}\ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ T2_{ex} = \frac{p_{a}p_{b}\delta^{2}}{k}\left( {1 - \frac{2}{\tau_{CPMG}k}\tanh\frac{\tau_{CPMG}k}{2}} \right)$$

In which p~a~ and p~b~ are the concentrations of the two interactions groups (EX water and proteoglycan), k is the chemical exchange rate constant, δ is the chemical shift between groups a and b, τ~CPMG~ is the time between 180° pulses in the Carr--Purcell--Meiboom--Gill train, and ω~1~ is the spin lock frequency. For both relaxation times, the chemical exchange component increases with increases in the field strength, which is related to the chemical shift (δ). The increase in this component should create larger changes for similar changes in the macromolecule concentrations (p~a~ and p~b~). This increased sensitivity could improve the ability of T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging to identify early degenerative changes in cartilage during the development of OA at higher field strengths. However, more studies are needed with patients with OA and cartilage damage to determine the effects.

As shown in [Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"}, T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation values at 3T were higher for patients with radiographic OA as well as patients with cartilage lesions, which have been shown in previous studies, especially at 3T. However, the differences were only significant in the patella for patients with radiographic OA and the LFC for patients with cartilage lesions. Similar trends were seen with 7T relaxation times, showing higher values with radiographic OA and WORMS scores. The same significant differences were seen in the LFC, but the differences were not significant in the patella. However, several regions (LFC, patella, and TRO) approached significance and in general the *p* values were lower at 7T. Also, the effect size was slightly higher at the 7T for all comparisons, which is partially due to increased differences between healthy and OA populations at 7T compared to 3T. First of all, these results suggest that T1~ρ~ and T2 relaxation times at 7T can detect differences in cartilage degeneration similar to those at 3T. While slightly less significant differences were found at 7T, it can be argued that the larger magnitude differences and lowered *p* values at 7T are the result of increased sensitivity, especially when comparing effect size. The increased differences at 7T are most likely due to an increase of the chemical exchange, which increases sensitivity to changes in the concentration of proteoglycan or collagen.

When analysing the correlations in [Table 4](#tbl4){ref-type="table"}, moderate correlations were seen when the T1~ρ~ and T2 values were compared from 3T to 7T. However, only the majority of the T1~ρ~ correlation values were significant, with little significance for the T2 correlations. A previous study has shown correlations between T1~ρ~ and T2 at 3T^10^, which is expected due to the similar relaxation mechanisms between T1~ρ~ and T2. The correlations were weaker at 7T, but this is most likely due to B1 and B0 inhomogeneities, which created signal inhomogeneities in some of the images. However, the disparity in correlation could also be due to the different changes in chemical exchange that occurs for T1~ρ~ and T2 at 7T compared to 3T.

Magnetic field (B0) and RF magnetic field (B1) inhomogeneities can increase substantially at 7T and can affect the quantification of T1p and T2 relaxation times. Composite pulses were used to alleviate these issues for T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging, reducing the occurrence of banding in the relaxation maps. However, despite possible inhomogeneities, the T1~ρ~ and T2 maps at 7T were similar to those at 3T and similar laminar behaviour was also observed, as shown in [Figure 1](#fig1){ref-type="fig"}.

As shown in [Figure 2](#fig2){ref-type="fig"}, the SNR of the relaxation weighted images at 7T were significantly higher than the 3T images. The increase is due to the inherent increased signal at higher field strengths, which has also been shown in previous studies. While some studies have shown much larger increases in SNR at 7T compared to 3T [@bib23], work is still being performed to optimize the SNR performance of the coil used in the study on the 7T system. With more testing we expect larger increases in the SNR that will be more in line with the increases expected from increasing field strength and a larger number of coil elements.

The reproducibility variations of the 7T T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging protocol were reasonable, but are slightly increased when compared to values found at 3T with previous cartilage studies [@bib32], [@bib40].

Increases in the specific absorption rate (SAR) have been an on-going concern for sequence development at 7T. It is one of the main reasons for the lack of 7T T1~ρ~ development, since the spin lock pulses are high energy RF pulses and SAR is already a restraint on 3T systems. However, the SAR limit was never reached during any of the scans performed for this study at 3T or 7T. This can be attributed to the implementation of the MAPSS sequence, with its long T1 recovery time between segments (1200 ms for all scans), which allows for less spin lock pulses and a large span of time between them. Additionally, a TSL time of 60 ms and an effective TE time of approximately 60 ms were achieved *in vivo* at 7T, which should allow for enough range to accurately measure elevated T1~ρ~ and T2 values in patients with cartilage damage.

There are some limitations to this study, including the small number of volunteers. While more participants could have provided more power to the statistical tests, the focus of this study was to evaluate the feasibility of T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging at 7T in individuals with OA, where even with the small cohort significant differences between T1~ρ~ and T2 values at 3T and 7T were found. In addition, part of the study was intended to examine whether 7T imaging could provide improved detection of changes in smaller cohorts, to facilitate the use of 7T to reduce overall study size. In terms of the imaging, the TSL and TE parameters were slightly different between 3T and 7T, which was only to alleviate hardware constraints on the 7T scanner. However, the changes mostly affected the last echo and the last echo time was still longer than the measured T1~ρ~ and T2 values, so the changes most likely had little effect on the relaxation measurements. Additionally, only the correlations were performed between 3T and 7T values, so any variations from scan parameters should be similar between groups in each cohort at each field strength. Lastly, different coils were used on the two scanners, with the 7T coil having many more channels than the 3T coil. This can result in differences in B1 homogeneity and SNR, which can influence results. While having near identical coils would be ideal, smaller arrays at 7T are not feasible at this time.

In conclusion, T1~ρ~ and T2 imaging at 7T have been established as viable imaging for the detection of degeneration of cartilage in knee OA despite previous concerns over SAR and imaging time. Additionally, 7T relaxation values had slightly more significant differences when compared to 3T values when evaluating the differences between healthy and degenerated cartilage *in vivo*.
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[^1]: BMI = body mass index; CNT = control; KL = Kellgren--Lawrence; LFC = lateral femoral condyle; LT = lateral tibial; MFC = medial femoral condyle; MT = medial tibial; OA = osteoarthritis; PAT = patella; TRO = trochlea.

[^2]: Data are presented as the mean ± standard deviation.

[^3]: CL = cartilage lesion; CNT = control; LFC = lateral femoral condyle; MFC = medial femoral condyle; OA = osteoarthritis; PAT = patella; TRO = trochlea.

[^4]: Data are presented as mean ± standard deviation.

[^5]: CL = cartilage lesion; CNT = control; LFC = lateral femoral condyle; LT = lateral tibial; MFC = medial femoral condyle; MT = medial tibial; OA = osteoarthritis; PAT = patella; TRO = trochlea.

[^6]: LT = lateral tibial; LFC = lateral femoral condyle; MFC = medial femoral condyle; MT = medial tibial; PAT = patella; TRO = trochlea.
